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IN FH E ASH NSTON STATE SUPREoE COURT

AMES BARSTAD, No. 90616- 5

Appellant, STATEMENT OF
ROUNDS FOR RETI

Vs. 

WASHINJON SIATE
DEPARTMENT OF
CORRECTIONS, 

Respondent. 

NATURE OF THE CASE AND DECISION: 

Appellant brought a civil action in the Thurston County

Superior Court to redress the failure of Respondents to

disclose public records under the Public Record's Act ( PRA), 

Revised CoJe of Washington ( RCW) 42. 56. 030 et. seq. Appellant

sought maximum penalties, alleging bad faitn. Respondents

claiTed the record in question AOS merely 0 " transitory" 

document, i. e. Inter- office maforandum. Further, tney

claimed tne record was exempt from disclosure and that the

issue was merely a violation of the Retentino Schedule Act

of RC.N 40. 14. J00. Un Augut j1, 2104., Judge Erik D. Price

granted the Responaents' surnary judgrent ano denieu

Appellant' s suTmary juagTent, citing for authority alilaing

industry Association of Washington v. McCarthy, 152 Wn. App. 

720, 216 P• 3d 196 ( Div. 1, 200) and Nest v. 4ashinQton
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herai.,1 3 Exhibit 1". 

cne 6ra2r is

ISSUE PRESENTED FOR REVIEW: 

CAt4 A STATF AGFNCY CRPATE A DOCUMENT, DEFINED RC4
42. 36. 610 AS A " PI3LIC RFCaRfr SUBjFCT TO DISCLOSURF
UNDFR IF PRA, AND THEN SUBSEWENTLY LA3EL THE DOCUfIENi
AS A " TRANSITORY" ItITER- OFFICE MEMO, . AND THEN ' HEREBY
WILLICLY VIOLAL= n1F NIEHIION SCHEDULE ACi j R4. 

4U. 14 AND ULTIMATELY CIRCUMVENT THE PRA AND IfS
PENALTIFs :=OR NON- DISCLOSURF OF fHF RRCORD? 

III. GROUNDS FOR DIRECT REVIEW: 

3. 1) OF Ma suPItLOR LART DECISION IS AVAILAj_E: 

Rules of Appellate Procedure ( RAP) 4. 2 provides; in

pertinent port: 

Direct revieN of superior court decisions ay the
Supreme Court. 

0)• Type of oozes revie4ed cirectly. A party may seeK
review iri the Supreme Court of a aecision os a_ Supecior
Court Nnich is suOject to revieN in Title 2 only iri the
folioNihg cases: 
4) Public Issues: A case involving a fundamental one

urgent issue of brood puolic iTport Milan requires

prompt and ultimte determination. 

3) Action Against State Officer: An action against a
state officer in cne nature of quo , e4orrdnto, 

prohibition, injunction, or mandamus. 

Rules of Appellate Proceoure ( RAP) 4. 2 ( Emphasis adaed). 

A party may see K reconsideration of an order granting

or deniing swaiory judgIent on grounds trot suOstantipi

justice nos not Peen done." Davies v. Holy Family Hospital, 

144 n.!'. p. 463, 163 P. 30 263, puolisheo ot 143 n. App. 

1u12. " Court may grant a notion for o neN triad nere

important rignts of the Toying party are Troterially affected

oecause suostow,ioi justice
miss' 

not Deal aone." R ei v. 
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Knorr, 130 Nn. Add. 072, 124 ?. 3a 314, review denied, 157

Nr1. 2a 1024, 142 P. 3d 608 ( 2005). " Trial court has discretion

when substantial justice has been denied." Benjamin v. 

Randall, 2 On. Ap,-. 5o, 467 P. 2d 196 ( 1970). " A suwary

judgTent which adjudicates a single claim in its entirety

constitutes a ' final judgment' ithin tne Teaning of CAROA

14( 1)." Seattle First National BOA!: v. Marsndli, lo Jh. Apo. 

503, 557 P. 2d 352 ( 1975). 

3. 2) PUBLIC RECORDS ACT MANDAIES UL)CLOSURE OF PUBLIC
RECORDS. 

Revised Coae of washingtoh ( RC/ 4) 42. 55. 030 provides: 

The deople of tnis state do not yield tneir

sovereignty to me agencies that serve max,. The
people, in delegating authority, do not give their
public servants the right to decide what is good for
the people to know and what is not good for them to
know. The people insist on remaining informed so that
they may Dointain control over the instruments that
they nave created. This chapter snail oe

03,h: rued to pro-Hate cnis Joalic policy and assure that
the public interest will be fully protected. In the
event of a conflict between the provisions ot tnis
chapter and any otner act, this moat& snaii govern. 

Email dud). 

Tne courc' s prisrury duty in interpreting o statute

to " deceuilne tne legislature' s intent." State v. Jacobs, 

154 An. 2a 59.k: 600, 115 P. 3d 261 ( 2005). 1 the statute' s

meaning is clear, then " tne court must give effect to that

plain meaning as an expression of legislative intent." Id. 

The ' plain , yeaning' of o scutucory provision is to oe

discerned fran the language Jf criL, ... c.ctute. in oich the. 
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prOvi:; Ofl fopna, relative provisions, and the statutory

scheme as a whole." Id. ( Emphasis oouio). ' If the statute is

unampiguous, meaning it is suoject only to one reasonable

interpretation: the court' s inquiry encs. State v. K. L.., 

2u 4 K 2v.-.15451 ot * 2 ( NO. U- 5, 6/ 26/ 1). 

It is undtoiguous. kfl e intena-o

ec. seq. to superceo the ketencuin Scnewie Act o( 

lline Tundiite c4 ji

15 11 J, CJ onij Jy

f0i4C1 ' welfare • ocly v. University

2LiilL111121 125 0.2c 243, 3-5, 6. 5 P. 20 -- 92 ( 14), 

public records a not fall ithin those exemptions, cneir

oisciosure , Ast tinair." s:AKone Reseorcn g Defense f=uno

V. City of SuNorie, i! DD 4.2c 69., 102, 117 , J. 36 1117 ( 2315). 

Penoities for 10E8 oisclosure are monootory." 

Puiiic Record Act: ( I3R, A) requires every goveraneot

ogoncy to Ji.sclose any public record upon request, unless on

enumerotec exemption apaiies." RCA 42. 56. 070 ( 1), Sanders

v. toce, lob 2c 62/, 636, 240 P. 3o 120 ( 2010) ( Emphasis

awea). Ap2elicrt contenus tneruieratea exem„)tions co not

u» ly co the recarcJ sought, as It is defined as: 

c) Aaidnistrative staff Aylools ahO instructions to
staff that affect a member of the public. 
f) Correspondence, and materials referred to

therein, by and with the agency realting to any
regulatory, supervisory, or enforcement
responsibilities of the agency, 41erein toe agency
determines or opines upon, or is asKed to determine or

Si4E:1& if Ur oiV'JU[ w U Vi - 4



opine upon, the rights or tne state, the public, a
subdivision of state governTent Jr of any private
party. 

RCW 42. 35. 0/ u ( 1) ( Emphasis added) ( cited in West v. 

4asnington Deportrent of Natural Resources, 163 hin. App. 233, 

20o . 3a 7'6 ( 2011). 

Judicial review of an agency' s coliplinace win the PRA

is de novo." Sot V. Coles Rag Co., 162 01. 2u a) 131, 

j 5u ( 2007). " In is o strongly ,woroeu

3rOal u1SC 00th , 31 ! 4 iL, U1 S I - V

obbe, q0 0.20 123, 127, 360 . 2d 246 ( 1, J78). " Ne lioeraiiy

contrue the PRA in favor of CiSCIOSUI2.- H6 hurrawly construe

its exemptions." RCW 42. 36. 030. " fme burden of roof is upon

the agency to establish that 3 specific exemption upplies." 

Doines v. SooKane County, 111 0.Apb. 3142, 4b, 44 P. 3a

2002). Responaents argue the , 431.1C record sougnt ', was

exaapt fro disclosure, due to it being " transitory," nut

h04.:3 also concedeartnat tne retentis schedule in place

dursuunt to RCW 40. 14 NOS violated and " subject to criminal

prosecution." ( bef' s Response to Pint' s Motion for Sumary

JuagTent, pg. 3, ii. 22- 23). Their ultimte argument is that

Cnj j1-3 allowed to circumvent the PRA by violating ROW

40. 14, and should no: oe held accountable for tnis action

through penalties. 

Tne trial court reliec upon tne toilowing cites for its
decision, "[ Ajn ogency nos no duty t3 create o proddce o

INJL 4_ 



ipara toot is nonexistet.
0

v. McCartni, 152 Wh. App. 

20, ot 734, 216 ' • fl iso ( 20o9), and, "[ line ii,b=4, does not

autnocize indisc rinote shifting through on agency' s flies

ns searching 1- 3 records that have peen

oesonstratee not to • u) ra, oL / 34- 35, ilp r). 3o

feu qiating Hil. P:
i)). 1) 4, fDi, 

1oi? () ( Emphasis awi:tted). S Liti

staes, Where 4'cls no agency action to rovi unor

L ' AnPre tne agency' dio not oen.,,, iesta

opportunity to inspect 3 copy o puplic record, Jeccse the

puolic record he sought ' did not exist.'" 31-AW, supra, at

740, 2i6 P. 3q u ( quotinr_i Sperr, 23 oin. App. ac 13/, ' ep

id 101i). Appellant contenos tne Superior Court decision

to J8 in , 21- ror, along 4itn cn Division 1i Court of Appeals

decisions cited a6ave as controlling to deny

Appellant. 

Nmedy to

3) tMUAtuw ji6iLJN3 Z) 11- 1KIW 4AU AP? cLLAIL eauRIs

In West, sura, West argued tnat the DNR lost Is e- 

mail one year oefore ne mode nis [ PRA] request. He further

argued that the coorts should ' apply RCW 40. 14 under the

proposition tnat unless tne courts apply tn statute, 

agencies ; All circumvent the Prk and improperly destroy

records. See bi. W 132 Wn. App. at 141, 216

despitetnis argument' s coTpelling logic, no 1,) raper

destruction nos ) een sno4n). ' rest' s prediction nos occurred

0 IAL:A11-41 0 • uUNO



in this present case tne issue is rp _ for final

resolutio. 

In the present case, Appellant sought a docuffent

entitled " Disciplinary Sanction List," dated October 2/, 

2012 ( See Exhibit " 2" nerein). Appellant ought tnts

document six Tonths from the dote of its creation. He as

ig this document since it as not tne " normal" notice

of sanction given after being found guilty in o hearing. 

Since tnis docuient as Appalialt' S only notice of sanction, 

and imposed upon nim prior to any nearing and/ or finuing of

guilt, Appellant sought tnis dacuTent as evidence for a

193 feral civil suit for rignts violations. The recorc

sougnt fits all definitions of a " public record' under oath

RCA 42.-.36 and lq,C 4o. 14. FurtneT, the record sought as

Tondoted ' to ie retained for tto years prior to destruction, 

pursuant to WO,i1 , 40, 14 ( See Exhibit " 3" nerein). 

Lspondents sent one CD- ROM of records to the Appellant

J/- 77 ). IISL Joi-e! anding

the Appellant 403 absent. Appellant mode a subsequent

fewest. • SeCOrl CD- U , DS' sent to tne Appellant. onn

cndt Second Installment CD nrrivaa, Respondents

lost/ misplaced the CD- ROM. Appellant requestea coutner c

of the Second Installment CO- ROM. ' hen this third Cu

arrived, tne mahroe Correctional Co70ex ( iL) toiirooi

rejected tne wulling, satin ti tne " CD contains otner

STJENE. T. jt: 6RaMJ. JEvIE - / 



offenders' informtion," and as therefore deemed to ae

thrat to the institution, pursuant to Livinciston v. Cecleno, 

183 P. 3c 1055, 164 Wn. 26 45 ( 2O8) and DOC Policy 450. 100

Moil for Offenders. 

At no time dia Repunuents provide proof of their claim

that a legitimate tnreot to the order or security of tie

facilty was present, nor aia they file to enjoin Appellant

pursuant co RCW Liz. 56. 5L6( 2). Tne First installment CD- ROM

also contained " other offenders' information" ( name and DOC

number) and it ' us allowed in without: incident. 

It is cAlorth noLing that the MCC Mailroom procedures

live rise to toe , Tcjority of the claims presented in the

0983 case Tentioneo nerein. Also, ; V, posts tne same " other

offenders' inforwicion" ( roles ( na EiOC numers) on tne

every wy. Appellant contends tnot the time and location of

o specific ' mote tworrew is u mucn greater risK to the

orderly operations of tne prison tnon o list of specific

irmotes viho were on " Confineo to Quarters" ( CIO) sanctions, 

last year! Appellant further contends thot Respondents are

otW)ting to Keep the Sanction List out of tne hands of

Apdellant, showina oaa faith. Appellant forwarded the CD- 

ROM rejected oy the MCC Nailroom to a third party. Inct

third party confiraed the ausen of the record sought and

subsequentlj iorwarded the CD to the Thurston County

Superior court for in camera review. Trie trial court

STATEMENT OF GROUND FOR REVIEW - 8



declined lap view the CD- ROM. The record sought hos never

been provided to the Appellant ( or any other third party) 

for review and/ or capving. 

This NOS not d lost e- mail, as in West, supra. This

present cos involves the. willing on1 Knooing destruction of

an official puolic record ( otthin six moths), prior to the

expiration of tne retencial schedule ( to years, minimum). 

One of Responcents' letters states, " these types of

documents ... are not ' Kept after o sanction, is completed

See Exhibit " 4" herein). 4ny not? The Retention Schedule

states " retotn or to years, then destroy." The other

prisons are folluAnci the mandated statutes concerning

records aria their retention, but not MCC. RCW PO. 14. 010

states, in pertinent ,,-)ort: 

As used in this onapter, the term " public records" 
shall include any paper, correspondence, completed. 
form, bound record booK, photograph, f i lm, sound

recording, mop, machine- readable material, = pact disc
rating current industry specifications or other

document regardless of physical characteristics, and

including such copies thereof, that hove been mode by
or received by any agency of the State of Washington in
the transaction of public business, and legislative

recortS as described 111% 1140. 14. 100. 

For tne purposes of this caupter, public records
shall b CLJ3SLFL2 follows: 

1) Official public records shall include all

original vouchers, receipts, and other documents
necessary to isolate and prove the validity of every
transaction relating to the receipt, use and

disposition of all public purposes and public income
frart all sources, whatsoever, all agreements and

contracts to which the State of Wallington or any
agency thereof may be a party, ell fiaelity, surety, 
and performance bonds, ull clairm against the State of
Washington or uny agency thereof, all records or

documents required by low to be filed with or kept by

STATEMENT OF 6ROUND FOR REVLEu - 



State of Washington, oll legislative records as defined
in RCW 40. 14. 050, to be official public records. 

2) office files onamaorandum include sucn records
as correspondence, exhioits, araoiings, mops, completed

forms, or documents not above defined as official

public records fiiea with any agency of the State of
Washington, docimrits and reports mode for the internal
ministration of che office to onich they pertain but
not . required by low to be filed or kept with such

agency, end other documents or records determined by
the records committee to be office files and memoranda. 

RCJ 4.0. 14. 1) O ( Ewhosis addeo). According to tne wove, 

Office Files ono MeAoi' onao" are o suacluss of " Public

Record." Therefore, they are to be included within the

statutory requireaents o the Fuc,: ik:r, the record

sought nos DOC letterhead, photographs, and the subject

matter directly involves the constitutional rights of the

persons listed upon it. It is not ," Office Files and

Memoranda." it is on " Official Public Records," per tree

definition. Finally, tne Retention Schecluie ilundates, that

Office Files and Memoranda" are to oe retained for two

years prior to destruction. ( See Exhibit " 3"). Finally, it

is clear that legislative intent was for tne PRA to

superceae the Retention Scnedule Act. 

RCW 42. 52. 050( 4), states that, " No stae officer or

state employee may intentionally conceal o record if the

officer or employee know the record was required to be

released under chapter 4456 RCW, was under a performance

obligation to release tne record, and failed to do so. Ibis

subsection does not apply when the decision to withhold the

STMENc T OF kiROONDFCR REVia IU



record was mode in xxi faith." RCW 42. 50. 280 states, 

preliminary drafts, notes recommendations, and intro- 

agency memorandums in Nhcin opinion are expressed or

policies forJulated or recent-tended are exempt unuer the

chapter except that a specific record is not exempt wben

publicly' cited oy an agency in connection with any agency

action." ( Drphosis aodeu). Again, tne record sought contains, 

DOC Leiternedd. Therefore is it cited ay the agency and

sepcificolly refers to an agency action. Obviously, than, 

the record sought is not cin " Office File and Memorandum," 

but an " Official PuOlic Record." The record was not exept

frm disclosure and was titermined to require a minialso

reLtntian o tr4o years. 

KW 42. 36, 1o0 - Protection of public records - Public

Access, states: 

If a puolic record request is ode at a time vlhen such
record exists but is scheduled for destruction in the
near future, tn ?. agency, the office of toe secretarys
of the senate,- ot nte office of the chief clerK of the
house of representatives shall rettiin possession of the
record, ono may no aestroy or erase tne record until
the reqiest is resolved." 

RCW 42. 56. 100 ( Enphasis added) The record sought in tne

instant case , las merely six months old. It was not scheduled

for destruction for at least another eignteen months after

request giros fiale. The admitted violation of RCW 40. 14

esultea in the violation of RCW 42. 56. 1U0, ultimately

4uttea in the circumvention of the PRA. Respondents have

STATEMENT oF GROUND FOR REVIEW - 11



resulted in tre circumvention of the PRIk Respondents have

admitted this to oe a criminnl act. 

42. 3. 550( 4) - Judicial revie.A of agency actions, 

provides in pertinent par: 

4) Any person who prevails against on agency in any
action in the courts seeking toe rights to inspect or
copy any public record or tne, riOt to receive , 0

L. 0 public recoro request -within o reasonable
be awarded oil costs, including reasonable

attorney fees, incurred in commission with such legal
action. In addition, it shall be within the discretion
of the court to aword such person and mount not to
exceed one hundred dollars for each day that he or she
was denied the right to inspect or copy such public
record." 

RCN 42. 56. 553( 4) ( Emphasis ° sued). 

Aso relevant, RCVq 4.:- 307,, states to pertinent port: 

1) Court shall riot nword penalties under RCW
42. 56. 550( 4) to ri pervn wno is serving a criminal
sentece in o state, loco', or provotely operated

correctional facility al the cute the request for
public CHCOMS mOS iu unless tne court finds the

agency doted in bad faith io oeoying. tne „) erson the

oiiportuntcy neinspec or copy t recoro." 

RCO 42. 5b. 5p5 ( Emphasis addea). Petitioner LS Cat

disadvantage Oj incio trio PkA action. Tne agency hos taken

more steps Lo nullify tne effects or tilv: 1) tim tnan they

should norifolly cake to just oehave in a legal - manner, witn

tne transparency required oy toe PRA. RCO 42. 56. 565 was

specifically enocteo to protect the Respondents in this

action. They nave finally made it to where an inmate can no

langef pacoio Ca- ROM disclosure completely, ret_oiring Qft

lord co' paper to oe allowed into the prisons. 

STATEMENT OF GROUND FOR REVVA - 12



rention schedule. They destroyed the public recorda before

croy the record, pursuant to ROW 40. 14. They

have admitted this act to be subject to criminal

prosecution. Appellant has notified the Snohomish County

Prosecutors of the crime, but no action nos been taken ON/ 

that agcucy. _ The record sougnt hos a direct Peori g in o

federal civil suit, recording tie denial of civil rights of

the Appellant. The destruction of the recofd and failure to

present opportunity yo inspect/ copy the document is a

circumvention of the PRA. Committing a criminot act to

circumvent trio NA is on obvirus shing of bud foitn. 

Appellant is entitled to private remedy through maximisil

Penalty. 

V. C>; 41USIOi lAYE 7O RELCF

Far tie reasons and orguieht nerein Appellant prays

this Court 4iii rosoivc this issue, enjoin Respowents from

onl; furtrer PRA circumvention tactics, and grant the

Appellant the X1tLJ ( fount of penalties am costs. 

Appeilont further asks this Court for any additional

punitive penalties they mignt sea fit to incur in this

matter. 

Respectfully submittaa th. Uecember, 2014. 

JAMES BAr- A0 W597303
Appellant, Pro Se
MONROE CORRECTIONAL CUAPLEX
P. O. BOA 777, WSRU- 8123
MonroeHlashington

SfAiEliENT uF 6ROUND FUR REViEw b



1

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

23

24

25

26

2Q14 '  - I PtA t?: t3

BE T T' T J. GOU± C!_ =' 1. 

STATE OF WASH, NGTON
THURSTON COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT

JAMES BARSTA.D, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

WASHINGTON STATE, DEPARTMENT

OF CORRECTIONS, 

Defendant. 

NO. 14 -2- 00626 -5

ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF' S
MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT AND GRANTING

DEFENDANT' S MOTION FOR
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Gl 

THIS MATTER having come before the Court on hearing of Plaintiffs Motion for

Summary' Judgment pursuant to CR 56 and Defendant' s Cross - Motion for Summary Judgment

pursuant to CR 56, the, Court having reviewed the memorpnda and evidence submitted by the

parties and heard oral argument, and being_ otherwise fully advised, makes the following

ORDER: 

1. Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment is DENIED; 

2. Defendants Motion for Summary Jddgment is GRANTED; 

3. Plaintiff's complaint is dismissed with prejudice; and

jc\ C k A.00 n o' ' P 10 -tn 71 S M c-\ o.. . 5.,,. n, M ‘ v.(1- 'yv. Crr.' t- ; P Y c.nd 0 Y R

ty._c_ehGta \ rS 2QS1° or  j 91n mot') m arm J. A. s.A r etir o i

ct 4.I. i-s C. YO $ s - VT) v, ' t"Q o J -Y., rv-. a:w J. J w e:r, t -
i C X 1-. i 1a . ' 1' - 

VoLnn°JhcOr. wl n Cl Vv C- 1 A—L '= X k10) 11J.. OC

S'' 0\ ? 
S i. 2i. wv. i 225 . '^ S L tv hlai rt<'f+S

M 0O o Sin r- sj
J S Y Qr^ Fi ' p enck s - D o r d D 2 - i.\ art S

r2f p 1, 6 To P c"--t_  ti ri s Res  \ T o b_t(- Lrcly .-t-'s C L s — w \_ G 1- 4' -• 

ORDER DENYING PLAIN L LET' S
MOTION FOR SUMIVIARY J'JDGMEN
AND GRANTING DEFENDANT' S
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

ATTO GENERAL. OF WA.SEIINGTON

Corrections Division

PO -Box 40116

lympis_ WA 98504- 0116

360) 586 -1445
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DATED this / day of

Submitted by: 

ROBERT W. FERGUSON

Attorney General

Y.1 A iti\ 

ILKLEY BEACH, WSBA #44731
Assistant Attorney General
Attorney for Defendant

A • 

2014. 

ERIK

Thurston County Superior Court Judge

ORDER DENYLNG PLAINTIFF' S
MOTION FOR -StitvEYIARY JUDGMENT

AND GRANTING DEFENDANT' S
MOTION FOR SUIVRVLARY JUDGMENT

2 ATTORNEY GENERAL OF WASFUNGTON

Corrections Division

PO Box 40116

Olympia, WA 98504 -0116

360) 586- 1445
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRECT I IONS
w,AsHING -(Ors

Bo.,: 777 , ^ Al r a?, 

TO ALL STAFF

FROM SGT' S KNOX / DOPSON

DATE: 10/ 27/ 12

SUBJECT: A/ B UNITS

Disciplinary Sanction List

B Unit

Bars tad 759730 B 4 - 36L Unassigned Status, 1200 : 2030_ Mon - Fri Only

Unless otherwise stated cell confinement means the inmate is only allowed out of his cell for work, meals, school, visits, official
call outs ( not to include barber shop), ( 1) 15 minute shower per day, ( 1) 20 minute phone call per day, one scheduled religious
service per week if so stipulated when sanction is levied and confinement is over 7 days. Unless otherwise stipulated, extra duty

will be performed in the living- units. CC will be run for last for mainline. Units, Booths, Bulletin board, Dayroom, Entries, Gym, 

Hobby shop, Rec. Sup, Chapel, P. A. B, Twr 9, Shif

A77/ 1
607623 /•-- 4L

NAME DOC tt CELL # SANCTION

A Unit

B Unit

Bars tad 759730 B 4 - 36L Unassigned Status, 1200 : 2030_ Mon - Fri Only

Unless otherwise stated cell confinement means the inmate is only allowed out of his cell for work, meals, school, visits, official
call outs ( not to include barber shop), ( 1) 15 minute shower per day, ( 1) 20 minute phone call per day, one scheduled religious

service per week if so stipulated when sanction is levied and confinement is over 7 days. Unless otherwise stipulated, extra duty

will be performed in the living- units. CC will be run for last for mainline. Units, Booths, Bulletin board, Dayroom, Entries, Gym, 

Hobby shop, Rec. Sup, Chapel, P. A. B, Twr 9, Shif

A77/1
607623 /•-- 4L
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
P. O. Box 41100 • Olympia, Washington 98504 -1100

March 11, 2014

Mr. James Barstad 759730

Monroe Correctional Complex

P. O. Box 777; WSR -B123

Monroe, WA 98272

Dear Mr. Barstad: 

This letter is in follow up to my previous correspondence to you that was sent on
2/ 27/2014 regarding PDU- 24877. 

You had clarified in your letter dated 1/ 28/ 2014 on the specific documentation you were

seeking. 

We conducted another search and didn' t find any records responsive to your request for
a document dated 10/ 27/ 2012 to all staff from Sgts. Knox/Dopson with the subject A/ B

Units Disciplinary Sanction List. PeM C, these types of documents are sent to unit
staff and are often not kept aftera sanction Is completed

This request ( PDU- 24877) has been closed, as no responsive records were located. 

Sincerely, 

Ckn')\OL

Virginia Shamberg, rIJJblic Disclosure Specialist
Public Disclosure Uni

Department of Corrections

PO Box 41118

Olympia WA 98504

xH
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAILING

I, James 6. 8arstaa, jeing of the age of majority and competent to state the
matters set fortn herein. Aver and Declare th f0110Ning: 

That on the to day of Decemoer, 2014, I placid into tho U. S. Postal
Service, at tr,. MWROE CORRECTIONAL COMPLEX, vqitn the pro,fer prison forms
attached, capisf, , f the follomng

1) STATEMENT OF GROW)) FOR REVI&; 

2) CERTIFICATE OF SVIC Y MAILING. 

These mailings sere addresseo to the folluaing parties: 

1) WASHINGTON bUlia: ZOLMT
Temple of Justice
P. O. 0ox 4(YJ2/:, 
OLYMPIA, WA 06504- 0929

2) WASHINGTON ATTOEEY GENEP' I'L
Attn: Haley 62CCn

j. OX 40116
OLYMPIA, WA ':, 8504- 0110

Further - ertiff these facts cs trJe, car: oct, rtain, dna complete, under

peno Ly of derjury, pursuant L1 ILAS of the State of Washington and of the
tea St ces of Arica. 

James Bars'..ad W7. 97:50) 
HONRJE C..ORRECTioNAL COOPLE& 

0. BOA // I, WSRU
Monroe, Washington [ 9a/ 2j


